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REMARKS 

Claims 1-24 are pending in this application. By this Amendment, claims 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 
1 1, 13, 15, 17, 19, 21 and 23 are amended to recite additional features disclosed in the 
specification at, for example, paragraphs [0020], [0040] and [01 16] - [0128]. Claims 1-24 are 
amended for better clarity. 

Reconsideration of the application is respectfully requested. 

Applicant thanks Examiner Coughlan for the courtesy extended to Applicant's 
representative, Mr. Luo, during the May 4, 2006 personal interview. The substance of the 
personal interview is incorporated in the following remarks. 

The Office Action rejects claims 4, 8, 12, 16, 20 and 24 under 35 U.S.C. §112, first 
paragraph. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The Office Action asserts that the terms "diagnosis value," "recommendation value," 
and "education value" are not in the specification. However, these terms are discussed in the 
specification at, for example, paragraph [01 14]. 

In view of the above, the terms "diagnosis value," "recommendation value" and 
"education value" are described in the specification. Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejection of 
claims 4, 8, 12, 16, 20 and 24 under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, is respectfully requested. 

The Office Action rejects claims 1-24 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over U. S. Patent 
Publication 20030083914 to Marvin et al. ("Marvin") in view of "Schema-Based Knowledge 
Elicitation for Planning and Situation Assessment Aids" by Noble, further in view of U. S. 
Patent Publication 20030036939 to Flores et al. ("Flores"), U. S. Patent Publication 
20030010016 to Beer et al. ("Beer"), "Foregrounding, Defamiliarization, and Affect Response 
to Literary Stories" by Miall et al. ("Miall"), U. S. Patent Publication 200201081 13 to Schaffer 
et al. ("Schaffer"), "Differences in the Duration of Spells on Social Assistance Between Single 
Males and Single Females" by Stewart et al. (Stewart"), "Distributed Decision Making Under 
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Uncertainty" by Noble ("Noble 2"), U. S. Patent Publication 20020032630 to Peng et al. 
("Peng"), "Managing Organisational Complexity" by Richardson et al. ("Richardson"), and U. S. 
Patent Publication 20030078900 to Dool. These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Claim 1 is amended to recite "collaboration level indicative of collaboration among the 
plurality of team members, the team members being users, the collaboration including 
interaction between the users in achieving a goal of a mission," as outlined above. Claims 5, 9, 
13, 17 and 21 are amended to recite similar features. The applied references do not disclose or 
suggest these features. 

Marvin discloses objective evaluation of a business entity's real estate situation and 
condition and assisting in individual in making a selection amongst a plurality of choice items. 
See paragraphs [0013] and [0014]. However, Marvin does not disclose or suggest 
"collaboration level indicative of collaboration among the plurality of team members, the team 
members being users, the collaboration including interaction between the users in achieving a 
goal of a mission." Therefore, Marvin does not disclose or suggest the subject matter recited in 
claims 1, 5, 9, 13, 17 and 21. 

Noble discloses a Schema structure having a range defined by slot constraints. See 
page 474, col. 1, lines 46-57. However, Noble does not disclose or suggest "collaboration level 
indicative of collaboration among the plurality of team members, the team members being 
users, the collaboration including interaction between the users in achieving a goal of a 
mission." Thus, Noble does not supply the subject matter lacking in Marvin. 

Furthermore, Flores, Beer, Miall, Schaffer, Stewart, Noble2, Peng, Richardson and Dool 
do not disclose or suggest "collaboration level indicative of collaboration among the plurality of 
team members, the team members being users, the collaboration including interaction between 
the users in achieving a goal of a mission." Therefore, Flores, Beer, Miall, Schaffer, Stewart, 
Noble 2, Peng, Richardson and Dool do not supply the subject matter lacking in Marvin. 
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For at least the above reasons, Marvin, Noble, Flores, Beer, Miall, Schaffer, Stewart, 
Noble 2, Peng, Richardson and Dool, either individually or in combination, do not disclose or 
suggest the subject matter recited in claims 1, 5, 9, 13, 17 and 21. 

Claims 2-4, 6-8, 10-12, 14-16, 18-20, and 22-24 are each patentable in view of the 
patentability of claims 1, 5, 9, 13, 17 and 20, from which they respectively depend, as well as 
for additional features they recite. For example, Marvin, Noble, Flores, Beer, Miall, Schaffer, 
Stewart, Noble 2, Peng, Richardson and Dool, either individually or in combination, do not 
disclose or suggest "wherein the knowledge data includes: 

1) information regarding goal understanding that includes knowing what a customer 
or a team member wants or what the goal of the mission is; 

2) information regarding understanding of team member roles, tasks and schedule, 
including knowing who is supposed to do what and when, and with what information and 
resources; 

3) information regarding understanding of tasks, goals, and resource dependencies, 
including knowing how resources and tasks impact goal achievement; 

4) information regarding understanding characteristics and aspects of other team 
members, including knowing other team members' backgrounds, capabilities and preferences; 

5) information regarding understanding of team business rules, the team business rules 
including effective or agreed upon rules for team members to interact with each other; 

6) information regarding team member task skills, including knowing how to do 
assigned work; 

7) information regarding team and team member activity awareness, including 
knowing tasks other team members are doing and needs for doing the tasks; 

8) information regarding understanding of external situation, including knowing status 
of people, things and events outside the team and projecting future changes therein; 
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9) information regarding current task assessment and management, including keeping 
tasks on track, knowing how well own and others 1 tasks are progressing, and when to offer 
help; 

10) information regarding mutual understanding, including knowing what other team 
members understand and knowing if they agree or disagree with a given team member's 
understanding; 

11) information regarding plan assessment, including predicting whether a plan will 
still enable the team to achieve the goal, knowing inter-task projections, or knowing plan 
prospects and danger points; and 

12) understanding of decisions drivers, including knowledge and applying criteria for 
selecting an action, ascertaining the criteria, knowledge deadlines for decisions to be made, 
understanding and handling uncertainty, and knowledge of which team members and/or non- 
team members to involve. 

Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1-24 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) is 
respectfully requested. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that this application is in condition 
for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance are earnestly solicited. 
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Should the Examiner believe that anything further would be desirable in order to place 
this application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number set forth below. 

Respectfully submitted, 




James A. Oliff 
Registration No. 27,075 



Gang Luo 

Registration No. 50,559 



JAO:GXL/jth 



Date: May 9, 2006 



Oliff & Berridge, plc 
P.O. Box 19928 
Alexandria, Virginia 22320 
Telephone: (703) 836-6400 



DEPOSIT ACCOUNT USE 
AUTHORIZATION 



Please grant any extension 

necessary for entry; 
Charge any fee due to our 
Deposit Account No. 15-0461 
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